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largely in his Treatise Concerning Christian Prudence (1710). The entry for 
this work in the appended bibliography of Norris's writings seems, by the way, 
to be partly erroneous; the third edition is given as of 1749 — whereas the 
reviewer's copy of the seventh edition bears the date 1722. Norris was dis- 
tinctly a writer with a vogue, and editions of many of his works appeared in 
rapid succession; thus his Practical Discourses (which wrongly figures as two 
different works in the bibliography) went into a fifteenth edition by 1728. It 
is a little surprising that the author nowhere mentions her principal predecessor, 
M. G. Lyon, whose L'IdSalisme en Angleterre au i8 e Steele contains an extended 
study of Norris and much valuable material concerning the whole movement 
of thought with which he was connected. Thac "the dependence of Norris's 
thought on that of Malebranche has been somewhat exaggerated," the author 
seems to me successfully to show; she makes it appear fairly certain that the 
English writer had elaborated much of his philosophy, including the doctrine 
of our "vision of the ideas of all things in God," before he became acquainted 
with Malebranche's theory. 

One fact casually indicated by the author in a footnote has some interest 
in relation to the history of philosophical terminology. Norris repeatedly 
uses the words "subjective" and "objective" in their modern senses. Thus 
he writes (1701) : " Certainty is either subjective or objective. By subjective 
certainty I mean that firmness of persuasion whereby we assent to the truth 
of a thing. By objective certainty I mean that state of the object which 
affords just ground or foundation for such a firmness of assent" (Theory, 
I, p. 184). "Objective" is expressly defined as "of the thing," "subjective" 
as "of the understanding" (ib., p. 310); these definitions, moreover, are 
not presented as in any respect novel or unusual. One ought not, there- 
fore, to say, with Eucken (Fundamental Concepts, p. 2) and most of our 
philosophical dictionaries, that the change from the scholastic to the present 
(and exactly reversed) meaning of these adjectives "was not completed until 
the expressions passed over into the German language," about 1730, and only 
later spread to England, where "the new usage was for a long time felt to be 
strange." Murray gives a clear example of the employment of "objective" 
in the modern sense by Stillingfleet in 1662, and a possible case still earlier. 
It is probable that the terms in their present meaning were in fairly common 
English use in philosophical circles in the seventeenth century. 

A. O. Lovejoy. 
The Johns Hopkins University. 

Studien zur Philosophic der exakten Wissenschaften. Von Bruno Bauch. 

Heidelberg, Carl Winter, 1911. — pp. viii, 262. 

"The purpose of this book, as its title indicates, is not to present a philosophy 
of the exact sciences, but only to be a study preliminary to such a philosophy. 
... As these studies are to serve me myself as the prolegomena of a more 
extensive investigation, I hope that they may do a similar service to the reader 
by offering him an introductory study (Vorubungen) to this field of research" 
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(Preface). How the book is really to do either puzzles the reviewer unless to 
do so it be enough to advertize that there is one more Kantian and loyal fol- 
lower of Otto Liebmann in the world; for the book from beginning to end is 
but a profession of Kantian transcendentalism and criticism and all the light 
thrown upon the nature of the exact sciences is used exclusively to call the 
reader's attention to critisicm as the one valid philosophical standpoint. 

Of course the reviewer, being a neo-dogmatist, may be incapable of judging 
fairly of such a book because he reads it already convinced that Kantian 
criticism in all its forms is a vicious circle. However, is it not reasonable to 
insist: Either such a book should be a direct exposition and defense of criticism; 
or, assuming the standpoint of criticism to be familiar to the reader and to be 
well founded, it should proceed to open up to view the problem before the 
philosopher of the exact sciences? In this book neither seems to be done to 
any adequate extent; rather we are given the merest hint as to the nature of 
the latter problem and in addition two essays, which, though excellent and 
interesting in themselves, are no substitute for the former undertaking. Of 
all this the author is no doubt fully aware, for there is every reason to believe 
that he intended to write a much less ambitious book than an adequate treat- 
ment of either subject would require. But, as the book stands, the purpose it 
can actually fulfill is not apparent. Every topic taken up in the first half of 
the book leads in a most unconvincing way to criticism and transcendentalism. 
The titles of these chapters are: The Relation of Philosophy and Natural 
Science; The Problem of Experience (Zur Problem der allgemeinen Erfahrung) ; 
Experience and Geometry in their Epistemological Relation. The last one 
hundred and twenty pages are different in content, being given directly to 
expounding and advocating the critical philosophy. They consist of two 
chapters which are really distinct essays. The first (thirty-five pages) gives 
a sketch of the doctrines of Otto Liebmann and calls our attention rightly to 
their importance and to the ability of their author. The second chapter 
(eighty-three pages) might be called a brief introduction to philosophy from 
the standpoint of Kantian criticism. Its actual title is, "The Analysis of the 
Problem of Substance and the Logical Scale of the Standpoints." It expounds 
and criticizes in succession, naive realism, materialism, dynamism (die ener- 
getische Metaphysik), psychology and the spiritualistic idealism, positivism, 
and lastly, criticism. 

In my opinion it is doing no injustice to the book or its author to say to the 
English speaking philosopher: It is not necessary to read this book. Read 
rather the writings of Liebmann. Then, too, as a book for the beginner the 
author himself would be the last one to substitute his present work for the 
writings of Liebmann. 

Walter T. Marvin. 
Rutgers College. 



